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in the trial which Counsel had called for would make any difference to them,
One way or the other.   He, therefore, proposed to accept the pleas.1

Mr.  Gandhi  smiled  at this  decision.

The Judge said nothing further remained but to pass sentence and be-
fore doing so, he liked to hear Sir J. T. Strangman. He was entitled to base his
general remarks on the charges against the accused and on their pleas.

SIR j. T. STRANGMAN: It will be difficult to do so. I ask the Court that
the whole matter may be properly considered. If I stated what has happened
before the Committing Magistrate, then I can show that there are many
things which are material to the question of the sentence.

The first point, he said, he wanted to make out, was that the matter
which formed the subject of the present charges formed a part of the cam-
paign to spread disaffection openly and systematically to render Government
impossible and to overthrow it. The earliest article that was put in from
Toung India was dated 25th May 1921, which said that it was the duty of a
non-co-operator to create disaffection towards the Government.2 The counsel
then read out portions of articles written by Mr. Gandhi in the Toung India.

Court said nevertheless it seemed to it that the Court could accept plea
on the materials of which the sentence had to be based.

Sir J. Strangman said the question of sentence was entirely for the Court
to decide. The Court was always entitled to deal in a more general manner
in regard to the question of the sentence than the particular matter resulting
in the conviction. He asked leave to refer to articles before the Court and what
result might have been produced if the trial had proceeded in order to ascer-
tain what the facts were. He was not going into any matter which involved
dispute.

The Judge said there was not the least objection. Sir J. Strangman said
he wanted to show that these articles were not isolated. They formed part of
an organized campaign, but so far as Toung India was concerned, they would
show that from the year 1921. The Counsel then read out extracts from the
paper, dated June 8, on the duty of a non-co-operator,3 which was to preach
disaffection towards the existing government and preparing the country for civil
disobedience. Then in the same number there was an article on disobedience.4

1 For a fuller version of the  judge's observations, vide  Trial of Gandhiji,
p. 167.
2 Commenting that the Government's charge on Sunderlal, student leader
of Central Provinces, was not for violence but purely spreading disaffection,
Gandhiji had written in Toung India that s>'it may be stated to be the creed
of the non-co-operator to give voice to the popular disaffection towards the
Government and to spread it. Disaffection is the very essence of non-co-opera-
tion." Vide Vol. XX, pp. 138-40.
3 ibid., pp. 178-87.
4 This was published in Toung India, 15-6-1921; ibid., pp. 228-30.